copy 


33*  2190'  JPBS*  4X94 

16  November  i960 


IS  THIS  DIALECTICAL  MATERIALISM  OR  "CYCLICAL  THEORY"  ? 


By  Ch*iao  Lin 
-  COMMUNIST  CHINA  - 

» 


DISTRIBUTION  STATEMENT  A 

Approved  for  Public  Release 
Distribution  Unlimited 


19990729  072 


m«torlat,  trensletad  under  U*$.  Government  <*y eplee*,  I*  $siTlhwte«S 
for  scholarly  urns  to  repertory  llbrsHe*  und#f  e  er^t/*yb*cH$ftie»rk  a rr#n%& 
mtmt  with  the  Joint  C^murJ ttee  an  C&nimnpafary  China  of  the  American  Council 
of  teamed  Se&ieftas  <md  the  Social  Science  Research  Cswttslf,  The  content* 
of  this  meter! g\  in  wey  represent  the  peHeseJ*  view*,  or  attitude*  of  the 
U,$.  Gfevemwonf  or  the  otha?  parties  to  the  err«n$©w)»wt.  CUvetfe#  regarding; 
poriidpotion  this  orrtmgwment  shoal  d  he  addressed  to  thfe  Social  Selertce 
Research  Coyne!?,  230  Park  Averum,  Mew  York  17,  New  York. 


U.  S.  JOINT  PUBLICATIONS  RESEARCH  SERVICE 
1636  CONNECTICUT  AW.,  N.  W. 
WASHINGTON  20,  B,  C. 


JFRSi  4194 
CSOs  1995“S/c 


IS  THIS  DIALECTICAL  MATERIALISM  OB  "CYCLICAL  THEORY"  t 
-  A  discussion  with  Hr.  P*ing  Hsin  concerning  the 
problem  of  the  nature  of  productive  forces  - 
-  CCMMIINIST  CHINA  - 

^Ths  following  is  the  translation  of  an  article  written 
by  Cfe’iao  Idn  entitled  "Sbih  KLen  Cheng  Wei  Wu  Lun  Huan 
Shih  ‘Hsrto  Huan  Ian‘B  1  (English  version  above)  in 
forang^ing  Jih-pao,  Peiping,  8  August  I960,  page  sj 

Mr.  P*ing  Esin  has  published,  several  articles  concerning  the 
problem  of  the  nature  of  productive  forces  persistently  expounding 
his  views. 

In  bis  article  entitled  "Fourth  Discussion  on  the  Nature  of 
Productive  Forces ",  he  said*  "on  the  problem  concerning  productive 
forces  and  relations  of  production,  like  cny  other  theoretical  problems, 
I  sis  forever  a  student  of  Marxism “■Leninisss  and  the  writings  of  Mao 
T'se-t'ong „  Concerning  the  theses  that  I  hc.ve  expounded, ....  *  .1  think 
all  earnest  and  thoughtful  persons  would  have  deduced  views  similar 
to  mins."  ("Hsfieh  Shu  Yfieh  K*$m"  (Acadssiic  Monthly),  No.  5,  1980, 

■■■■  Ji  »m*  mm  »  tm**K*w *mn* ******* 


[-  Soon  after  this,  he  began  to  hate  certain  doubts  about  hie  — j 

own  vims  in  his  article  “Statement  Concerning  Several  Problems  on 
the  Mature  of  Productive  Forces Ha  said?  "1  Have' brought  out  a  few 
problems  and  also  expressed  sms  Imaatura  views.  Have  1  erred,  in  ■. 

proposing  these  problems?  Hare  my  views  on  these  problems  been  correct? 

1  •  L 

This  can  not  be'  judged  through  my  own  study  and  analysis, *  *  *  .  * should  ; 

my  proposal  of  these  problems  be  found  inapt  and  ray  views  groundless, 

I  would  cast  the®  aside  like  a  rotten  tooth  without  hesitation*  “ 

•f 

("Hsgsh  Shu  Utah  K«am",  Ho*  4,  1960,  page  18) 

If  Mr*  P’ing  Hsinls  theses  are  coiredtly  based  upon  Marxism- 
leninism,  how  can.  they  be  turned  into  a  castoff  in  the  process  of 
discussion?  Can  truth  be  transformed  into  antitheses  through  discussion? 

jfo  fact,  Mr.  Pfing  Hsin  has  not  really  admitted  his  own. 
theoretical  errors,  Recently  ha  again  published,  an  article  in  Hsin 
■Gfeien  She  (Hew  Construct  ion)  entitled  “On  Contradictory  Movement  of 
Productive  Forces  and  Relations  of  Production”,  i.a*  his  •’Fifth 
Discussion  on  the  Nature  of  Productive  Forces. "  In  this  article,  h® 
still  persisted  in  his  erroneous  theory  and  accused  those  conrades 
who  had  discussed  with  him  the  problem  of  the  nature  of  productive 
forces  as  dogmatists  * 

In  this  article,  I  only  wish  to  discuss  one  problem  with  Mr. 

P*lng  Hsin  and  invite  tlx?  criticism  of  the  general  readers  of  this 
newspaper. 

Iti  Ms  “On  Contradictory  Movement  of  Productive  Forces  and 
Relations  of  Production, s  he  expounded  at  length  the  dialectical 


relation  between  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production,  but  — > 
we  feel  there  are  several  points  deserving  further  analysis.  One 
problem  particularly  stands  out  among  the  others,  i.e.  the  true 
dialectical  relation  between  productive  forces  and  relations  of 
productions,  which,  in  Mr.  P’ing  Haiti's  view,  has  become  more 

) 

"Cyclical  Theory".  What  is  this  all  about?  r 

Marxist  theory  of  historical  materialism  has  taught  us  that 
there  are  two  phases  to  the  form  of  production,  i.e.  productive  forces 
and  relations  of  production.  Productive  forces  are  the  base  upon  which 
the  relations  of  production,  develops*  The  relations  of  production 
must  develops  in  conformity  with  productive  forces,  but  ones  the. 
relations  of  production  are  established,  they  in  turn  exert  a 
tremendous  effect  upon  the  productive  forces.  If  the  relations  of 
production  do  not  conform  with  the  nature  of  productive  forces,  the 
relations  of  production  will  hinder  the  further  development  of 
productive  forces.  To  enable  the  continuous  development  of  productive 
forces,  it  is  necessary  to  change  the  old  relations  of  production 
and  supersede  them  with  new  relations  of  production.  At  this  moment, 
the  new  relations  of  production  become  the  principal  and  decisive 
force  in  determining  the  further  development  of  productive  forces. 

In  Ms  book  "On  Contradiction",  Chairman  Mao  told  us  that  we 
must  not  look  upon  all  the  contradictions  in  the  process  as  equal. 

We  must  differentiate  the  principal  contradiction  from  the  secondary 
contradictions.  2h  analysing  a  problem,  we  must  first  grasp  the 
principal  contradiction.  In  an y  contradiction,  whether  principal  or 


3  “* 


1 ~ '  ''"'-'7 

!  %hB  two  of  comt r &dict»i,OR  Must,  not  b®  treated  &&  * 

equal  either*,  Of  the  two  contradictory  aspects,  one  Must  be  the 
principal  #nd  the  other  secondary* 

These  wsluable  guidances  are  particularly  important  with  regard 
:  to  uncOTCrlBg  the  contradiction  between  productive  lore® a  and  .relations 

i  | 

of  production  and  the  mutual  transformation  of  its  principal  aspects, 
ja  accordance  with  the  theory  stated  in  Chairman  Mao* a  Kfe  Contradiction J 
we  have  learned  that  in  the  life  of  human  society,  the  contradictions 
between  productive  forces  and.  relations  of  production,  between  the 
base  arid  the  superstructure  ere  the  basic  and  principal  contradictions 
.among  all  other  contradictions •  But  within  the  contradiction  between 
productive  force©  and  relations  of  production,  it  is  generally  admitted 
that  productive  forces  are  the  principal  aspect  of  the  contradiction 
arid  relations  of  production  are  its  secondary  aspect* 

Chatman  Kao  also  told  us  that  this  condition  is  not  rigid  and 

/ 

unchangeable  $  ’nbac&usa  the  principal  and  non^princ&pal  aspects  ar-e 
continually  interehauging^o®*. ♦♦♦dvarlng  a  certain  process  or  at  a 
certain  stage  in  the  dev&lopraenfc  of  a  the  principal 

■  aspect  is  A  and  the  &on«prlncipal  aspect  is  B*  kt  another  stage  or 
in  another  process  of  development >  the  roles  are  re^rsed*. 

{  Selected  Works  of  Mso  „  folw  Z$  page  709)  This  also 

applies  to  the  contradiction  between  productive  forces  and  relations 
of  production.  During  one  stage  of  development,  productive  forces  are 
the  principal  aspect  of  tha  contradiction,  but  at  another  stage  of 
development,  the  relations  of  production  assume  the  principal  aspect^ 


on  ^4.  w 


p  Chairman  Mho  saids  "True*  4m  productive  forces*  practice  ~j 

and  economic  base  generally  manifest  themselves  in  the  principal  and 
decisive  role.  Whoever  does  not  admit  this  is  not  a  materialist. 

Bat  under  certain  conditions*  such  aspects  as  the  relations  of 
production,  theory  and  superstructure  in  turn  manifest  themselves  in 

{ 

"'the  principal  and  decisive  rol«|  this  must  also  be  admitted.  When  , 
the  productive  forces  can  not  be  developed  unless  the  relations  of 
production  are  changed*  the  change  in  the  relations  of  production 
plays  the  principal  and  decisive  role.... ..this  is  not  running 

counter  to  material ism  j  on  the  contrary,  this  is  avoiding  mechanistic 
materialism  and  firmly  upholding  dialectical  materiaxiSa.  *  (  iisligntgd 
Works  of  Mao  Tee^tung  *  volume  2,  page  ?92) 

Chairman  Mao's  theory  concerning  the  principal  and  decisive 
role  of  the  relations  of  production  on  productive  forces  under 
certain  conditions  —  the  theory  of  counter  role  of  the  relations  of 
production  —is  exactly  the  revolutionary  soul  of  true  dialectical 
materialism.  It  is  an  important  development  of  Karxxm-Ieninisa.  Any 
departure  from  this  theory  is  equivalent  to  the  removal  of  the 
foundation  stone  of  the  revolutionary  dialectical  materialism.  Ws  know 
that  the  Marxist  theory  of  the  inevitable  superseding  of  capitalism 


by  communism  was  born  under  the  guidance  ox 


this  revolutionary  theory. 


The  great  victory  of  the  October  Socialist  Revolution  under  the 
leadership  of  Lenin  was  also  bom  under  the  guidance  of  this  rcvolu- 
tlonary  theory.  It  was  also  under  the  guidance  of  this  revolutionary 
>  theory  that  Chairman  Kao  correctly  applied  this  revolutionary  theory 


I to  the  actus!  condition  in  China,  led  the  Chinese  people  to  overthrow  s 
the  reactionary  rule  of  Chiang  Kai-shek,  and  made  it  possible  for  our 
country  to  transform  from,  a  poor  backward  semi-f eudali stic  and  seal** 
colonial  society  to  a  great  socialist  nation. 

In  his  series  of  articles,  Mr.  ?*ing  Bsin  obviously  has  opposed 
the  correct  Karxist-Leninist  dialectical  view  of  productive  forces 
and  relations  of  production.  His  view  has  been  that  if  productive 
forces  are  generally  the  principal  and  decisive  role. and  generally  the 
most  active  and  revolutionary  element,  then  the  role  must  remain 
unchanged.  Otherwise,  it  is  the  "Cyclical  Theory”. 

Mr.  P’ing  Hsjun,  wrote t  "During  the  process  of • development  in  our 
society,  the  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production  do  not 
perform  parallel  roles  but  constantly  manifest  the  relation  between 
the  principal  and  subordinate.  Under  certain  conditions,  this  relation 
may  be  reversed,  but  it  is  the  productive  forces  which  are  the 
ultimate  and  basic  force  in  determining  the  development  of  our  society, 
and  not  the  relations  of  production.  To  overlook  this  point  of  origin.. 
and.  treat  the  two  aspects  as  completely  parallel  forces  would  inevitably 
fall  into  the  argument  of  "Cyclical  Theory”,  remely  productive  forces. 
determine  relations  of  production  and  relations  of  production  in  turn 
determine  productive  forces. n  ( "Again  on  the  Nature  of  Productive 
Forces",  He~Seh  Shu  YSeh  K8su,  Ho.  9,  1959,  page  55.  Underscore  as 
appeared  in  original  text ) 

As  Mr.  P'ing  Hgin  saw  it,  even  though  the  time  had  cose  that  he 
-..could  not  refuse  to  admit  the  counter  role  of  relations  of  productionj 


w-  0  «* 


Ton  proactive  force®,  he  still  fmsfe  it  necessary  to  maintain  that  ~-j 

productive  forces  asstane  ‘scouoter-ooantei  role*  on  relatione  of 

production.  Be  wrote?  "Although  p*c**dotive  forces  are  regulated  and 

affected  In  many  ways  by  the  counter  role  of  relations  of  production, 

once  their  distinctive  characteristics  emerge,  they  will  combine  and 
:  L 

for®  a  relatively  Independent  system  of  movement,  which  becosie  not 
only  the  internal  strength  in  motivating  "the  development  of  productive 
forces  themselves,  but  also  become  tbs  objective  strength  motivating 
the  development  of  relations  of  production.  It  is  altogether  incorrect 
to  see  only  the  counter  role  of  relations  of  production  on  proactive 
forces  but  overlook  the  decisive  role  and  cousiter-eotmter  rol®  of 
productive  forces  cm  relations  of  production.*  ("third  Discussion  on 

the  Mature  of  Productive  Forces*,  Mo*  12  *  1959,1 

page  46)  How  can  there  bp  any  similarity  between  Mr*  Hsto’s 

theory  and  dialectical  materialise J 

Hr,  F’ing  Hsin  not  only  “criticised*  the  so  called  “Cyclical 

Theory*  but  also  pointed  out  a  way  for  us,  which  i®  J8cogxu.t-o.»  of 
bis  theory  concerning  the  internal  contradiction  of  productive  forces, 
i.e,  the  “Dual  Character  of  Productive  forces.* 

How,  let  us  examine  exactly  what  is  &<'.  Ffxag  Ktein  s  theory 

of  “Dual  Character  of  Productive  forces.* 

Firstly,  Mr.  P’ing  Hsin  was  not  satisfied  with  the  viewpoint 

of  dialectical  materialism  and  wished  to  search  for  another  detemiSfcng 
factor  in  the  development  of  productive  forces.  Therefore,  h®  posed 

,  tte  following  problems  “Aside  from  the  contradiction  between  productive 
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P  forces  and  relations  of  production  and  the  motivating  role  of  1 

relations  of  production.  Is  there  still  another  internal  cause  for 
,  \ 
the  propagation  of  productive  forces*?  or  "Internal  force??  (Hsftefa 

Shu  TBgh  K’an,  So,  9,  1959,  page  54  and  Ho,  $,  I960,  page  48} 

Mr.  Ping  Haiti  mad©  an  extensive  stuffy  of  those  "conditions  and 

1  ■  '  r 

causes  regulating  and  affecting  productive  forces,"  In  order  to 

prevent  us  from  being  "lost  in  a  maae"  in  the  very  complex  inter-  , 

relations  of  the  various  causes  governing  productive  forces,  he 

further  attempted  to  uncover  the  principal  contradiction  existing 

in  these  relations.  He  discovered  the  "Dual  Character  of  Productive 

Forces",  i.e.  "Material,  and  Technical  Character"  and  "Social  Character" 

of  productive  forces. 

For  the  moment,  let  us  not  delve  into  the  content  of  this 
material  and  Technical  Character"  end  "Social  Character"  because  to 


do  so  will  lead  us  sway  from  the  principal  problem  at  hand  in  this 
article,  (The  writer  agrees  with  the  opinion  of  a  number  of  comrades 
who  pointed  out  in  their  articles  that  Mr*  P’ing  Hein’s  so  called, 
social  character  actually  embodies  a  portion  of  relations  of  production, 
Owing  to  limited  space,  tha  writer  will  not  attempt  to  discuss  this 


with  Mr.  P’ing  Main  at  length  in  thin  article .  hater,  this  writer 
will  point  out  that  Mr.  P‘ing  Hsin,  by  refusing  to  admit  that  his 
social  character  embodies  relations  of  production,  has  ensnared  his 
theory  in  the  depth  of  absurdity!) 

Ever  since  Mr,  P'ing  Hsin  discovered  this  dual,  character  of 
productive  forces,  the  unity  of  opposites  movement  of  this  dual 


character  of  productive  forces  has  led  him  further  astray ®  $y<m  tnemrjj 
ijjg  completely  departed  from  the  afore  Hfoontione  d  true  dialectic  el 
relation  be tween  productive  forces  and  relations  of  product ion , 

h 

especially . the  counter  role  of  relations  of  production  *en  Productive  . 
forces. 

i 

Hr.  PUng  Hsin  believes  that  he  tea  discovered  the  secret  of  P 
self^prepag&tion  of  productive  forces*,  (although  he  talked  about  tee 
propagation  within  definite  relations  of  production)  he  said*  nkue 
dual  character  of  productive  forces  exists  in  all  social  conditions* 

The  material  and  technical  character  of  productive  forces  matures 
within  certain  social  economic  structure  but  *  generally  later  than 
its  social  character ®  However,  that  does  not  m2  an  the  latter  reaches 
&  rigid  form  from  the  start  *  It  also  follows  the  growth  of  society* a 
product ion  and  developes  gradually  and  ceaselessly*  However ,  the 
imbalance  of  tea  dual  character  of  productive  forces  has  always  been 
the  important  characteristic  of  the  movement  of  the  society *$ 
productive  force-0:*  Only  when,  the  material  and  technical  standard 
has  been  raised  to  a  definite  level,  will  there  be  the  appearance  of 
u.  c ounter -balance ?  but  with  tee  continuous  growth  of  productive  forces, 
(or  degeneration  under  certain  conditions }  the  balance  is  once  ^gaih 
disrupted*  l$r  passing  through  another  stage  of  development,  the 
counterbalance  can  again  'be  established* *  ( h Again  on  the  Nature  of 
Productive  Forces *%  Hggefe.  Sm  Ifieh  Kten,  Bo*  8*  3.959,  page  56) 

After  Hr*  F*ing  Hsin  tern  led  u s  through  his  unity  of  opposites 
movement  of  the  dual  character  of  productive  forces,  he  concluded  j 


■_L 

parbltrarilyu  "Although  the  contradiction  of  the  dual  character  of 

productive  forces  and.  its  solution  are  the  principal  cause  in 

motivating  the  development  of  productive  forces,  it  is  not  the  only 

cause.  Aside  from  the  expediting  and  transferring  role  of  relations 

of  production  on  productive  forces,  the  internal  cause  of  the  develop- 

J  r 

'  ment  of  productive  forces  is  quite  intricate  and  requires  further 

penetrating  and  thorough  analysis.”  ("Again  on  the  Nature  of  Productive 

Forces",  Hsfleh  Shu  Y«®h  K»aa,  No.  9,  1259,  page  57) 

Here,  Mr.  P*ing  Hsin  brought  out  simultaneously  the  dual 

character  of  productive  forces  and  the  decisive  role  of  the  relations 

of  production  on  productive  forces,  and  put  them  on-  a  "equal,"  basis. 

In  fact,  he  is  tailing  his  first  step  in.  the  wrong  direction. 

The  inevitable  result  of  developing  Mr,  P*ing  Hein's  logic  one 

step  further  is  the  distortion  of  the  counter  role  of  the  relations 

of  production  on  productive  forces.  He  saldj  "We  can  not  consider 

the  counter  role  of  the  relations  of  production  as  the  only  decisive 

role  in  the  development  of  productive  forces.  Neither  can  we  consider 

the  contradiction  between  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production 

as  the  only  motivating  force  causing  change  in  productive  forces. 

Otherwise,  it  would  be  just  like  trmsplm&'l&g  the  vision  of  perpetual 

motion  machine,  which  is  contrary  to  the  law  of  mass  and  energy,  from 

the  realm  of  physics  to  the  realm  of  social  science!,"  ("Third  Discussion 

on  the  Nature  of  Productive  Forces",  Hsdefa  Shu  Heh  K»an,  No.  12,  1959, 

page  52) 

■  After  concluding  this  criticism,  Mr.  P'ing  Hsin  introduced  ,_J 
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f —  j 

dual  character  of  productive  forces  aM  s&lds  "The  jte*sibljlty.jgj:. 


internal  contradiction*  *  (Quotation  fr'en  the  saa©  sours®  as  tibove* 


Underscored  as  appearing  in  original  text) 


'  Although, Mr.  Fltsg  Hsin  has 'never  cessed  to  argue  that  he  did  ^ 

•  i 

not  abandon'  the  role  of  relations  of  production  and  has  insisted  that 
self-propagation  of  productive  forces  and-  their  dual,  character  take 
place  within  definite  relations  of  production,  but  this  is  only  a 
pretext*  In  fact,;  ever  sine®  the  emergence  of  the  dual  character  of 
productive  force*  and  their  Movement  of  contradict Son®,  there  remain* 
only  BS  empty  shell  for  the  so  called  relations  of  production*  The 
revolutionary  contest  of  relations  production  has  been  disembowelled 
following  the  disappearance  of  the  counter  role  of  relations  of 
production  on  productive  forces*  For  this  reason,  the  "final  Character 
of  Productive  Fores®15  has  become  th®  most  important  pillar  supporting 
Hr.  F*ing  Hsi».‘s  erroneous  theory*  Therefore,  it  is  only  natural  that 
Hr.  P*ing  Esin  said* -"The  iron  logic  of  social  economic  life  is  so 
strong  and  powerful  that  every  serious -Minded  person  can  not  escape 
frost  the  axis  of  contradiction  within  the  reals  of  productive  forces 
and  relations  of  production,  namely  the  dual  character  of  productive 
forces*  *  (Quotation'  from  same  source  as  above,  page  58) 

The  above  statement  car;,  be  better  interpreted  as  follows* 

All  those  who  are  willing  to  negate  the  counter  role  of  relations  of 
production  like  Mr.  P*ing  Hsln  absolutely  cm  not  dismiss  such  an 

i 
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!  axis  of  contradiction  s  the  dual  character  of  productive  forces*  "1 
Mr*  ?sirig  Esin  is  convinced  that,  his ' theory .  concerning  the 
role  of  dual  character  of  productive  forces  in  determining  the  growth 
of  productive  forces 'is  universally  applicable,  Hence,  it  can  explain  • 

?  not  oalv  the  problem  of  o nr  national  socialist  construction,  but  al»o  t 

“I  '  j~ 

point  a  way  out  for  the  capitalist-imperialist  countries i  Although, 
the  relations  of  production  play  a  counter  role  on  productive  foxces, 
the  possibility  of  growth  of  productive  forces  is  principally  deter¬ 
mined  by  their  internal  contradictions®  The  reason  1®  tost  -'witnxu 
the  economic  conditions  of  a  society,  the  growth  of  certain  causes  and 
conditions  of  productive  forces  coupled  with  the  retardation  of  other 
causes  and  conditions  would  form  and  intensify  ^h®  internal  contra- 
■dictions  of  productive  'forces,  which  can  only  he  resolved  by  streng¬ 
thening  the  retarded  causes  and  conditions  enabling  them  «*o  catch  up 
or  basically  catch  up  with  the  progressive  causes  abd  conditions* 
Progress  of  productive  forces  takes  place  within  the  process  of  endless 
emergences  and  solutions  of  these  internal  contradictions,  ** 

the  movement  of  contradictions  of  productive  forces,  i*e*  the  movement 
of  sel f -propagation  of  productive  forces  within  relations  of  production 
("Fourth  rn.seum.ion  m.  the  Kature  of  productive  Forces**  Bggeh.Shg. 

Ifeh  K'aru  go.  3,  I960,  page  49)  Therefore,  through  apt  adjustment  of 
the  rotation  between,  the  technical  character  and  social  character  of 
productive  forces  and  adjustment  of  the  contradictions  between  them, 
every  problem  can  be  solved!  productive  forces  can  undergo  substantial 
•development!  "self-propagation*  of  productive  forces  will  take  place] 


fwithtB  relations  of  production?  capitalist,  system  will  live  ever  "~| 
after*  On  the  basis  of  Mr.  P*ing  Hsin's  theory,  change  of  the  social 
character  of  productive  force©  need  not  be  dswded-te  cause  he  has 
emphasised  repeatedly  that  the  social  character  of  productive  forces  _ 
does  not  belong  within  the  limits  of  relations  of  production* 

!  i 

fryftiia  who  reasons  to  the  contrary  Is  propounding  "heresy* (?)  I 

•Mr.  P»ing  Haiti  has  looked  upon  internal  contradictions  of 
productive  forces*  as  "'the  principal  determinant  of  the  growth  of 
productive  forces**  He  has  insisted  upon  that  this  is  materialist 
dialectics  and  is  opposed  to  the  dogmatists*  Ho  said  that  all  these 
comrades  who  discussed  the  dual  character  of  productive  forces  with 
Mm  "were'  satisfied  with  the  cyclical  theory  of  productive  forces 
determine  relations  of  production  and  relations  of  production  in  tarn 
determine  productive  forces  because  they  had  not  admitted  the 
existence  of  interns!  contradictions  within  productive  forces." 

("Third  Discussion  on  the  Katwe  of  Productive  Force®,*  HsHeh  _Shu 
Y#sh  g««n,  Kb,  12,  1959,  page  52) 

Productive  forces  determine  relations  of  production,  and 
relations  of  production  under  definite  conditions  determine  productive 
forces.  This  is  the  principle  of  Mantist-Leninlst  dialectical 
materialism.  To  call  it  "Cyclical  Theory*  is  undoubtedly  a  serious 
distortion  of  Msrxisa^Ianinisa. 

Marxist* leninist  has  always  used  the  principle  of  reciprocal 
role  between  productive. forces  and.  relations  of  production  to  explain 
the  m&tei  spring  of  the  tremendous  growth  of  productive  forces  in  the  j 


B 


*.  1Z  • 


’society*  Whenever  new  relations  of  production  appeared  in  history, 

this  new  relations  of  production  constituted  the  principal  determining 

force  for  the  further  advancement  of  productive  forces  at  that  time, 

> 

and  it  was  not  the  result  of  what  Mr.  P*ir.g  Main  has  described  as 
[the  movement  of  contradictions  of  the  dual  character  of  productive  , 

forces* 

Marx  and  Engels,  in  their  discussion  of  the  role  of  the  early  ■■ 
stage  of  the  emergence  of  capitalist  relations  of  production  on  the 
•development  of  productive  forces,  said  like  this?  “The  ruling  class 
position  of  the  bourgeoisie  has  not  yet  reached  one  hundred,  years,  but 
the  productive  forces  created  by  it  are  far  greater" than  the  tots! 
Segregate  of  productive  forces  of  all  the  generations  before  that." 

(  Harx-lngels , Selected  Works  ,  volume  1,  page  15) 

Of  course,  the  development  of  capitalist  relations 'of  production 
must  be  established  upon  definite  foundation  of  productive  forces. 

It  is  not  incorrect  that  Mr*  F*ing  Ha  in  should  propose  the  following 
problem.  He  said?  "If  during  the  latter  period  of  European  feudal 
society,  there  was  no  definite  accumulation  of  productive  forces 
(human  labor  arid  material,  labor),  no  definite  division  of  labor,  no 
means  of  transportation,  no  definite  degree  of  currency  economy  and 
commodity  economy  arisen  from  these  social  material  conditions, • no 
definite  contribution  of  free  labor,  could  there  be  the  emergence 
and  growth  of  capitalist  fores  of  production?'*  ("fifth  Discussion  on 
the  "Nature  of  Productive  Forces",  Hsin  Chlen  She,  Ho,  6,  .1960,  page  52) 

u..  .  s 
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However,  dialectical  materialist  must  not  dwell  only  upon 
this  side  of  the  problem.  He  must  also  examine  the  other  sides  If 
without  the  development  of  capitalist  relations  of  production  (it 
also  includes  Mr.  P’ing  Hsin’a  problem  of  "contribution  of  free  labor") 

;  could  capitalist  productive  forces  develop®  to  such  a  great  extent?  , 

<  •  '  '  ; 

Wasn't  the  great  development  of  capitalist  productive  forces  at  that 
time  an  expression  of  the  great  role  played  by  capitalist  relations  of 
production  in  history? 

Marx  and  Engels  saidi  "The  bourgeoisie  had  performed  an 
exceptionally  revolutionary  role  in  history. "  “Wherever  tbs  bourgeoisie 
reached  the  ruling  position,  it  has  eliminated  all  the  feudalistic, 
ancestral  and  traditional  relations.  It  has  mercilessly  severed  all 
those  complex  feudalistic  trappings  which  had  bound  the  people  to 
their  "natural  seniority".  It  has  divested  the  people  of  all  human 
relations  except  those  naked  gain-loss  relations,  and  cold  emotionless 

"cash  barter"... . It  has  transformed  the  human  value  to  exchange 

value.  It  has  superseded  all  those  countless  special  privileges  and 
hardearned  freedom  with  a  heartless  free  enterprise.  To  sum  it  up,  it 
has  replaced  the  exploitation  shielded  by  religious  arid  political 
vision  with  open,  shameless,  cruel  and  direct  exploitation. "  (  ^ara:- 
Engels  Selected  'Works  ,  volume  1,  page  11) 

Doesn't  this  explain  quite  clearly  that  the  productive  forces  of 
capitalist  society  achieved  great  development  only  when  the  feudalistic 
relations  of  production  has  been  replaced  by  capitalist  relations  of 
— production?"  -J 


Daring  the  process  of  bourgeois.!  revolttti®,  t-fc®  capitalist 
relations  of  production  have  not  remained 'fixed  since  their  emergence 
m  some  people  incline  to  believe,  3b  the  Capital  ,  Marx  analysed 
in  great  detail  the  three  stages  of  development  of  capitalist  production  % 

[  capitalist  simple  cooperative  production,  capitalist  handicraft  ^ 

*'  ■  > 
indistrlea  and  capitalist  large-scale,  industries,  In  analysing  the 

stages  of  development  of  capitalist  productive  forces,  Ka«  also 

■  clarified  that  they  were  the  stages  of  development  of  relations  of 

production*  . 

For  example,  the  labor  productivity  of  Capitalist  simple 
cooperative  production  was  undoubtedly  mist  higher  ‘than  that  of  the 
feudal  handicraft  workshop,  but.  without  the  introduction'  of  capitalist 

■  relations  of  production,  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  develop® 
the  relatively  higher ' productive  f  copes  of  simple  cooperative 
production*  Marx  said*  nIf  the  workers  are  not  gathered ' together  in 
cm  place,,  it  is  generally  impossible  to  obtain  direct  cooperative 
production.  Therefore,  to  get  the  workers  together  in  a  definite?  place 
is  a  prerequisite  for ' their  cooperative  production*  Ifage  earners  can 
not  enter  into  cooperative  production,  unless  there  is  one  capital 
and  one  capitalist  to  employ  the®  and  to 'purchase  their  labor  at  the 
sane  time*®  (  Capital  ,  volume.  1,  page'  594) 

In  the  -Ocamtaaigt  Manifesto  ,  Marx 'and  Efegels  wrote  t  ®The 
bourgeoisie  can  not  sustain  its  existence  unless  it  enforce  constant 
changes  in.  tools  of  production,  relations  of .production  and  revolutionises 
the  entire  relations  of  the  society. ..... .constant  changes  in  ~J 
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pproductiom^  contimmin  txphe&vel  in  all  social  relations*  constant  I 
tsnrsst  and  change  those  &tq  the  characteristics  which  differentiate 
the  bourgeois  period  from  all  previous  periods  in  history* ■  ( 

Engels;,  'Selected  Works  *  volume  1,  page  12)  - 

Of  course,  the  capitalist  relations  of  production  belong  to  the 

1  ,  j~ 

5  system  of  private  ownership,  and  when  the  productive  forces  have  been' 
folly  developed  md  entered  into  contradiction  with  the  existing 
relations  of  production,  the  bourgeois is  has  continued  actively  to 
consolidate  its  ruling  position,  .and  thereby  impeded  and  restricted 
further  developstent  of  productive  forces*  Only  by  overthrowing 
capitalism  and  establish  socialist  relations  of  production,  the 
productive  forces  can  then  advance  another  stage  forward  in  their 
'  development* 

Under  the  socialist  system,  we  must  thoroughly  eliiaistate  class  . 
and  exploitation  from  our  economy  ,  and  political  Ideology,  and  thereby, 
the  dialectics  between  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production 
can  be  consciously  applied  by  the  people  enabling  the  socialist 
productive  forces  to  eliminate  any  crisis,  upheaval  and  carry  on  their 
high-speed  development* 

Chainasss.  Mao  has  snasaed  -tip  th©  experience  of  socialist  construction 
and  developed  Merxiaa-Lsninistt  under  new  conditions*  He  bssppoiwfcad 
out  that  under  socialist  system  the  contradictions  between  productive 
forces  and  relations  of  production,  between  base  and  superstructure 
are  still  the  basic  contradictions  in  our  society.  Ho  further  pointed 
■  pat  that  such  contradictions  existing  under  socialist  system  are  j 
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'  different  fro®  those  under  capitalist  system  because  these  i 

contradictions  can  be  resolved  continuously  through  socialist  system 
itself*  (Please  refer  tb  “On  the  Correct  Handling  of  Contradictions 

I 

■among  the  BsopXe'O 

{  '  Tfoder  the  correct  ideological  guidance  of  Mao  Tse-tung,  China’s 

;  .'■■■-'■  L 

.  * 

socialist  revolution  and  socialist-  construction  have  scored  a 
well-known  and  glorious  victory*  The  rapid  development  of  China’s 
productive  forces  and  the  great  leap  forward,  in  recent  years  are 
■the  result  Of  our  people  %  continuous  solution  of  the  contradictions 
between  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production  between 
superstructure  and  economic  base  under  the  correct ; leadership  of  our 
Party's  Central  Committee  and  Chairman  Kao*  The  continuous  revolution 
and  development  of  cur  relations  of  productics.  is  the  principal  and 
determining  fore®  in  the  spectacular  development  of  our  productive 
:  forces*  ■  ■ 


Da  his  “The  Victory  of  Marxism-leninism  in  China*,  Comrade 


Liu ’ Sbao-chi  wrote  *  "The  socialist 


is  not  rigid  and  unchangeable, 


Under  correct  leadership,  the  transformation  of  old  program  and  the 
establishment  of  new  program  are  the  total  manifestation  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  superiority  of  the  sccisliot  systm.  To  accomplish '  this , 
we  must  depend  upon  the  people  to  struggle  against  all  the  traditions 
and  forces  of  habit  restricting  the  development,  of  productive  forces, 
to  adjust  continuously  the  relations  of  production  and  superstructure 
adapting  thm  to  the  needs  of  development  of  productive  forces  in 
our  society*  ;*lf  we  do  this,  we  can  impel  the  rapid  development  of  ,_j 


the  technological  reform  and  revolution,  the  rapid  development  of  ~! 
productive  forces  in  our  society,  and  maintain  the  continuous  leaping 
forward  of  our  national  economy*"  {' Bftd  .King  $  19,  1959,  page 

11-12}  •  .  V-  '' 

Kr»  p*ing  Hein's  proposal  of  his  theory  that  the  contradiction 

r 

of  the  "Dual  Character  of  Productive  Forces*  Is  the  principal  motive 
force  for  the  development  of  productive  forces  obviously  does  not 

conf ora  with  the  Marxist- Leninist  doctrine. 

Please  refer  to  Mr.  P’iag  hsin’s  “Fifth  Discussion  on  the 
Mature  of  Productive  Forces"  appeared  in  Hsin  in  vcxch 

he  still  maintained  t  "Obviously,  the  cause  for  the.  most  active  mid 


revolutionary  manifestation  of  productive  forces  in  production  .can 
not  be  found  in  the  relations  of  production,  nor  can  it  be  found 
completely  in  the  contradiction  between  productive  forces  and  relations 
of  production, ...... If  we  follow  the  views  of  the  theory  of  absolute 

relations  of  production  or  cyclical  theory  and  look  upon  the  relations 
of  production' or  the  contradiction  between  productive  forces  as  the 
perpetual  battery  of  productive  forces,  we  can  not  explain  the  problem 
of  resource  and  source  of  energy  for  the  growth  of  productive  forces* 


The  result  would  be  just  like  what  I  said  before  t  ‘the  transfer  of 
vision  of  perpetual  motion  machine,  which  is  contrary  to  the  law  of 
Biass  and  energy,  from  the  realm  of  physics  to  the  realm  of  social 


science.’ *•  • 

It-  is  quite  obvious  that  Mr.  Fling  Hsin  *  a  theory  is  contrary 
to  Kai-xisrs  -leninism. «  ■ 

-19  - 
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^  The  first  sentence  of  Hr,  P’ing  Hsitt’s  "Fifth  Discussion  on  1 

the  Hatune  of  Productive  Forces"  stated s  "Vfe  must  persist  in  the 
principle  of  unity  of  theory  and  practice  in  our  study  of  the  problems 

«,V  ‘  J  '  ‘ 

between  productive  forces  and  relations  of  production,  between  super¬ 
structure  and  base."  ■  , 

This  is  a.  very  sound  statement,  but  which  is  the  one  departing 
from  practice?  Is  it  the  Marxist- Leninist  dialectical  view  of  the 
productive  forces  and  relations  of  production  or  Mr,  P'ing  He? in ’ s 
theory  of  the  "Dual  Character  of  Frodufetiv®  Forces?"  If  we  respect 
the  practical  experience  of  our.  people’s  socialist  revolution  and  socialist 
construction,  we  would  discover  ,t^at  the  entire  experience  of  our 
country  has  proved  the  complete  correctness  of  Marxism-Ieninlst » 

let  us  review  an  example.  On.  page  ?  of  Jen-mln  Jih-pao ,  2  July 
I960,  there  appeared  an  article  written  by  the  Chinese  Communist  Joint 
Committee  of  Peking  People’s  lamp  Factory  entitled  !t. 5 Triple  Unity*  is 
s  Good  Way  of  Handling  the  Internal  Contradictions  within  an  Enterprise." 
After  reading  this  article,  we  learned  that  in  two  years,  as  a  result 
of  conscious  application  of  Kao  Tse-tung  ideology,  correct  handling 
of  the  internal  contradiction  between  relations  Of  production  and 
productive  forces'  within  the  enterprise  especially  the .  ‘‘Triple  Unity" 
organisational  forte,  the  Peking  People’s  Lamp  Factory  has  been  able  to 
continuously  improve  and  perfect  the  already  established  socialist 
relations  of  production,  expedite  the  rapid  development  of  production, 
and  greatly  increase  productive  forces.  In. the  short  period  of  two 
years,  this  factory  has  transformed  from  a  hawer-scissor  type  of  /  _J 
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f"  handicraft  ’workshop**  "to  a  semi-mechanised  factory  with  its  t *et  | 

worth  increased  by  fifteen  times, 

VJhat  is  the  practical  experience  of  this  factory*  Ihe  •  si  ulele 

said*  “Haw  is  this  leaping  trsasfomatioa  accomplished?  Wb  believe 

it  is  the  result  of  our  complete  adherence  to  the  guidance  of. 

4  .  •  _  '  U 

Chairman  Kao* a  theory  of  correct  handling  of  contradictions  as.0s.1g 

the  people,  our  earnest  application  of  the  guidance  of  top-level 

party  committee,  persist  in  our  spirit  ol  moral  rectification  $ 

application  of  “Triple  tfeity*'  organisational  fora,  continuous  adjust-  , 

-  f  t 

went  of  the  relations  between  supervisory  cadres,  workers  and 
■  technical  personnel,  and  continuous  correct  handling  of  the  -Internal 

contradictions  within  the  enterprise,  ** 

It  went  on  to  says  "Chairman  Mao  ssidi  *  After  solution  erf.  the 
problem  of  ownership,  the  socialist  relations  of  production  have  been 
established  and  it  is  mutually  adaptable  with  productive  forces}  bat  it.  is 
■still  quite  imperfect,  and  these  imperfect  aspects  are  contradictory 
to  the  development  of  productive  forces,  Aside  from  the  mutually 
adaptable  and  simultaneously  contradictory  condition  between  relations 
of  production’  and  productive  forces,  there  is  still  the -mutually  adaptable 
and  giwal.t-snsously  contradictory  condition  between  superstructure  and 
’ md  economic  base,*  This  conclusive  statement  is  perfectly  applicable 
to  our  people’s  lamp  factory, . ... .After  solution  of  the  problem  of 
ownership,  our  relations  of  production  has  been  adapted  to  the  nature 
of  productive  forces  in  all  principal  aspects  enabling  rapid  develop- 
L  mant  of  production.  Bat  there  'are  still  some  aspects  which  have  not  , 


^bsss  ^adapted,  such  as  the  capitalist  method  of  saenag assent-  relying 

upon  th®  minority  for  management  control,  the  bourgeois  inclination 

of  relying  upon  the  f m  for  closed-door  research,  which  are  the  remnants 

of  the 'capitalist  society  and 'are  incongruous  with  the  nature  of  socialist 

!  enterprise .  These  Incongruous,  aspects  impeded  further,  high-speed  ^ 

*  1 
development  of  productive  forces.. •••••♦Through  th©  form  of  "Triple 

tfoityS  ®p.d  other  forma,  ws  consciously  followed  th®  socialist 
principle  in  adjusting  the  relations  between  supervisory  cadres, 
workers  and  technical  personnel  and  thereby  gradually  eliminated  the 
rermants  of  capitalism  and  enabled  the  communist  eleraents  to ' gradually 

develop® . .Therefore,  'Triple  Unity’  is  not  only  a  powerful  weapon 

for  the  development  of  production,  impelling  technological  revolu¬ 
tionary  Bmresaenb,  and  a  concrete  method  for  aore-quicker-'bet-ts'r- 
thriftier  development  of  production,  but  also  Is  an  excellent  form 
for  the  gradual  transition  of  th©  human  relations  within  our  enterprise 
toward  ccsKaunlsas*  * 

it  looks  as  if  the  leaders  and.  workers  of  Peking  Peopled  Lamp 
Factory  did  not  understand  Mr.  P'iftg  Usin' s  theory  of  "Dual  Character 
of  Productive  Forces*  and  therefore  unable  to  apply  his  "Th&ory" 
in  guiding  production.  On  the  contrary,  they  appeared  to  be  100% 
followers  of  Mr.  P’ing  Hein's  so  called  "Cyclical  Theory*  because 
they  merely  followed  th®  ideological  guidance  of  Chairman  Mao,'  applied 
the  principle  that  relations  of  production  must  adapt  to  the  nature  of 
productive  forces,  through  the  form  of  "Triple  tteity"  consciously 
w"  adjusted  the  relations  of  production  and.  achieved  the  leaping  -_J 


\ 


[development  of  production.  What  would  Mr.  P'ing  Hsin  say  about  this?  1 

We  are  convinced  that  our  argument  with  Mr.  P'ing  Hsin  is  not 

meaningless.  How  to  treat  the  problem  of  contradiction  between 

•productive  forces  and  relations  of  production  both  in  theory  and 

practice*  how  to  correctly  recognissa  these  contradictions  is  a  problem 
4  .  .  i 

of  grave  concern  to  the  nation’s  economic  construction.  It  will 

directly  affect  the  speed  of  our  socialist  construction.  Therefore, 

we  can  not  afford  to  remain  silent.  We  must  hold  high  Kao  Tse-tung ’s 

ideological  red  flag  and  continue  our  victorious  march  forward. 


10,209  ,  -END-- 
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